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and powerful private entrepreneur could aspire to reach. In the War
of 1914-18, every belligerent national Government assumed a dic-
tatorial command over the newspapers, telegraphs, telephones, cables
and wireless within its domain for the deliberate purpose of using
all these means of mental communication in order to defame its
enemies, and to maintain the will to war in the hearts of its own
subjects, by a spate of governmental propaganda; and in all countries
this war-time psychological weapon proved to be remarkably effective
in one way or another. In the hands of the Allied Governments, who
controlled the sea-routes and the oceanic cables, propaganda success-
fully blackened the face of Germany in the sight of the Overseas
World; in the hands of the German Government, propaganda main-
tained the war-spirit of Germany through four years of moral isolation
by blinding the German nation to the fact that world-opinion was
against Germany and to the truth that secures iudicat Orbis Terrarum.
This efficacy of propaganda for political purposes, which had been
revealed by the War, was taken to heart, and taken full advantage of,
by every one of those men of political genius who became the dicta-
torial creators of 'totalitarian states' during the post-war years.
Lenin, Mussolini and Hitler alike were consummate propagandists
who thoroughly understood the importance of the art and the ways
and means of turning it to practical account for their own particular
political purposes. In fact, the political fortunes of the dictators of
the 'nineteen-twenties* were founded on the same basis as the
monetary fortunes of the newspaper-kings of the * eighteen-nineties' ;*•
and this largely explains the imposing political success of the dic-
tators in an age when the general note of politics was one of frustra-
tion and failure. It may be added that the rare contemporaries of
the post-war dictators—a President Roosevelt or a Mahatma Gandhi
—who achieved a comparable success in political or religious leader-
ship without resorting to the dictators' violent methods, did display,
in common with the dictators, that genius for propaganda which
perhaps, even more than physical force, was the ultimate basis of
the dictators* power.
The histories of the post-war dictatorships showed that the mono-
1 It might perhaps he argued that this change in the ownership of the
instruments of propaganda was a moral gain, inasmuch as the political pur-
poses for which these instruments were used hy the dictators were morally less
despicahle than the newspaper-kings* pursuit of filthy lucre. Yet, even if the
new owners of the propaganda-machine might pass as personally more respect-
ahle, the social effect of the change might still he to the bad, if it were granted
that propaganda was an evil in itself and that, in the dictators* hands, this evil
was greatly increased in potency.

